hut is fairly near the Spade Haulroad Bridge which, from respond-
ent's exhibit 7 would appear to be about 6 miles after the start
of the time and motion study.  According to the study, the watering
of the Quonset hut area would have taken place before any of the
thirteen pans involved in the deadhead got to that area and at
about the time that the last four pan operators-passed the Gem
Haulroad Bridge where the study began.  Mr. Sedgmer's watering of
the Quonset hut area took place at 7:50 A.M.

If, on April 23, the unwatered portions of the haul road
had been extremely dusty with no cross wind to carry the dust
away, it would be obvious that the last pans in line would have
had more dust to contend with than the scrapers near the front
of the line.  And if the dust was hanging in the air the cumula-
tive effect of the dust being thrown off by the coal haulage
trucks would be worse for the last pan operators in line. .1 can
not find, however, that the road was as dusty as the conditions
I have just described.  The Complainants testified that at the
speed they were driving dust was not a problem.  The front-runners
all testified that they were not having a problem with dust but
that the road conditions would be worse for those trailing behind.
It was speculated that the ones behind,would have not only more
dust but more truck traffic to contend with.

Some of the witnesses thought that there was dew on the
ground and while it is fairly clear that the dust settling effect
of the dew would be dissipated as more and more scrapers rolled
by, there is no evidence of a traumatic change in the road con-
ditions between 7:38 A.M. when the first scraper passed the Gem
Haulroad Bridge and 9:09 A.M. when the last scraper passed the
finish line.  The superintendent, Mr. Taylor, and the other fore-
man traversed the deadhead route several times during the move
and observed both the leading pans and the last four.  They
testified that the dust and traffic conditions as well as the
road surface conditions were not significantly different for
the different operators.

After listening to the testimony of the complainants,
Mr. Biega, Mr. Gorlock and Mr. Sedgmer, I can not believe that
they were involved in a deliberate slowdown designed to hamper
the company's operation and avoid a layoff. Avoiding a layoff
by engaging in a slowdown, thus prolonging the available work,
has been suggested as the motive for complainant's actions. -I
do not find that the complainants engaged in such a slowdown.

_I believe that Mr. Hornyak and the three complainants took
a leisurely trip relying upon the belief that all equipment
operators seem to hold to the effect that they are the only ones
who can determine the speed at which the equipment will operate.
To the extent that the pan operator or any other equipment opera-
tor, has his feet on the brake and accelerator and is in charge
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